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Two conceptions were causing panic among the world’s bourgeoisie during the XXst century and hence were especially hated among its circles: Leninism and the Comintern.

The main bourgeois fronts of struggle, both ideological and political, were aimed at these conceptions. The biggest ideological centers have participated in this struggle, along with all mass media and propaganda tools that were under control of the bourgeoisie. Wild conspiracy theories, such as “the hand of Moscow” and all sorts of other provocations have been used.

The success of Leninism and of its realization in practice by the Comintern were plainly obvious, but anti-Leninist, anti-Communist propaganda nevertheless was doing its dirty work, using the methodology of Goebbels. Unfortunately, the hostile and refined bourgeois propaganda succeeded in throwing its false shadow on both Leninism and Comintern within the consciousness of some parts of the working class and even within some of the Western European communist parties that were infected with the microbe of Eurocommunism. Not in the least  it became possible due to destructive activities of various kinds of opportunists and other helpers of the bourgeoisie, but also under the influence of  real errors and mistakes that were committed in the process of the construction of socialism by some leaders of the countries that have chosen the socialist way. 

Leninism is a scientific expression of the interests of the working class, of all the working people. One can say about Leninism in the very same words that Lenin had said about Marxism: it is all-powerful because it is right. 

Lenin’s theory of imperialism has brilliantly succeeded in passing the test of time. During the XXst century the forms and methods of the exploiting, anti-human, anticommunist policy of imperialism were constantly changing, but its class nature remained the same. 

Today’s attempts of  American imperialism to establish total control over the uni-polar world cover with mist the minds of certain “theoreticians”. Some of them even attempted to say that imperialism is now entering its new stage that wasn’t described by Lenin. 

But this is incorrect. The contemporary state of imperialism fits well into Lenin’s description of its five basic features: 1) the concentration of production and capital has developed to such a high stage that it has created monopolies, which play a decisive role in economic life 2) the merging of bank capital with industrial capital, and the creation, on the basis of this “finance capital”, of a financial oligarchy 3) the export of cpaital as distinguished from the export of commodities acquires exceptional importance 4) the formation of international monopolist capitalist capitalist combines which share the world among themselves 5) the territorial division of the whole world among the biggest capitalist powers is completed. (Lenin, collected works, v.22, p.253) 

Deep analysis of the imperialist stage of capitalism has lead Lenin to the scientific conclusion that imperialism is dying capitalism, the eve of the socialist revolution, that should be conducted by the working class, the consolidated mass of the working people lead by the communist party. Such party was created by Lenin at the edge of XIX-XX centuries. It started to call itself the Bolshevik party after it gained the support of the majority of the Russian communists through the struggle with the opportunists. From that moment on the Leninist teaching also received the name of Bolshevism, and the communist parties that were using it as a means of their struggle  - Bolshevist parties.

Lenin has further developed the teaching of Marx and Engels about the revolutionary party of the working class. He explained its leading role in workers, social and national-liberation movements, formulated the principles of its organization, norms of its internal life, and the principal basics of its politics, strategy and tactics. “Only the political party of the working class, that is to say, the communist party,“- wrote Lenin, - “ is capable to unite, to raise and to organize such a vanguard of the proletariat and all working people, that is the only one able to withstand the unavoidable shaking of these masses, … and to lead all the united activities of the whole proletariat, that is to say, to provide for them a political leadership, and through him – to lead the whole working masses.” (Lenin, Vol. 32, p.222)

Lenin considered as the most important principle of the activity of the party of a new type the principle of  democratic centralism.  In practice that means:

· electivity of all party’s ruling bodies from bottom to the top;

· periodical accountability of the party’s bodies to their party organizations;

· binding force of the decisions of the higher bodies for the lower bodies.

Democratic centralism is the most basic principle of the party life. Without it the political parties, just as their international organizations and forums, will become fruitless discussion clubs. 

The historical experience of the Leninist party in Russia and of some other Marxist-Leninist parties shows that before becoming a real vanguard the revolutionary parties usually have to go through several stages of their political and organizational ripening. In the beginning they resemble most of all propagandist groups. Their work is then being conducted mainly among its own circles. Then comes the time when the parties move towards the masses, start leading the strikes, mass demonstrations of the working class. This period is very important, its beginning marks the unification of the spontaneous workers’ movement with the ideas of scientific socialism. The next stage is the turning of the party into a real political force capable of leading not just the majority of the working class, but substantial masses of people as well.

In most countries of the world the communist parties were until now unable to attract wider ranges of the working class, have not become mass parties. But, being a vanguard that unites the most conscious part of the working class, they play an important role in the life and struggles of the working people. When they will unite around themselves wider masses, they will become a political force that will lead the working people towards the social liberation, thus towards the  socialist revolution. 

V. Lenin advised: “… Do not lose out of sight the most important (the socialist revolution), put it in the first place; subordinate  to it, co-ordinate with it all the democratic demands and remember that the struggle for the most important can begin with the struggle for something particular.” (Vol. 49, p.347)

The Great October Socialist Revolution completed in 1917 under the leadership of the Leninist party, not only gave the victory to the working class, but also for the first time in history created  an example of the power of proletariat for the transition from capitalism towards socialism.

The experience of the October Revolution proved that for a successful realization of this transition the  dictatorship of the proletariat in some form is needed. In Russia it took the state form of the Republic of Soviets. It is important to mention that, as Lenin indicated many times, this dictatorship means a response with violence to the violence of the overturned bourgeoisie, but this is not the goal of the dictatorship of proletariat,  not the most important in it. The most important in the dictatorship of proletariat is the creation of the new, socialist forms of economic and social and political life, its creative, anti-parasitic nature. “In our ideal,” – he wrote, - “ there is no place for violence against the people.” (Vol. 30, p.122).

The historical experience of the Leninist party made clear the main laws that act during the whole period of change from capitalism towards socialism. These laws were confirmed by the practical experience, both positive and negative, of the building of the new society in all the socialist countries. 

The main law of the existence and development of the communist party, according to Lenin, is the struggle for the purity of the Marxist vision of the world, this the struggle against the right-wing and the left-wing opportunism, dogmatism and sectarianism, for the application of materialist dialectics in all the spheres of the activity of the revolutionary party. “The struggle against imperialism, “- he said, -“ if it is not connected unbreakable with the struggle against opportunism, is an empty and false phrase!” (Vol. 27, p.424). Each party  decides itself which of the above is the main danger for its ranks at one stage or another, and regulates its political course independently. 

According to us, at this stage the main danger for the international communist movement, including Russia, lies in the right-wing opportunism. Perverting Marxism-Leninism, it expresses bourgeois influence on theory and practice, paralyses the revolutionary will of the working class, disarms and demobilizes the working masses in their struggle against the capitalist exploitation. 

In the developing world historical process, of which each step was marked by the  fierce struggle of the exploited people for their rights, the workers’ movement grew, strengthened, richened itself both in ideas and theory and in political and organizational sense. During this time it went through various stages that depended upon the changes of historical epochs and formations. 

At all stages the workers movement of various countries was seeking the forms of international contacts with brothers in class, was creating proletarian organizations that gave to the contemporaries bright examples of the idealism and self-sacrifice and to the following generations – valuable revolutionary experience. 

Totally new conditions were created in the capitalist countries and colonies under the influence of the October revolution and by the rise of the revolutionary, social and national liberation movements.  It demanded not just the renewal, but a complete reorganization of the former social-democrat parties, not the renewal and recreation of the II International, but a speedy formation of parties of a new type and the creation of a new, communist International that would be able to re-establish the internationalist character of the workers’ movement, to unite the revolutionary forces, to lead the working class and all the working people in their attack on the capitalist system. 

Here it is worth to mention at least shortly the history of the worker’s Internationals. 

The creation of the organized communist movement as a vanguard of the working class’ struggle, armed with a revolutionary theory, took place in the middle of the XIX century. Exactly at that time it became obvious that capitalism, that started to flourish as a result of the bourgeois revolutions in the main European countries, and the newest successes in the development of science and technique and culture that are connected with it, are not in harmony with humanity’s social ideals, and with the harmony that it seeks in all spheres of the social life. Constantly and rapidly the gap widened between the social-economic situation of the entrepreneurs and the workers, sharply rose the contradictions between the antagonist classes in the capitalist countries. All of this has lead Marx and Engels towards the necessity of the creation of a theory of the working class’ struggle, based on a scientific approach, and to the communist ideology connected with it. In order to materialize this idea in 1847 they founded the first in the world international revolutionary-proletarian organization “The Communist Union” whose program became “The Communist Manifesto”, written by them in Brussels in 1848. The union declared as its goal the overturning of the bourgeois rule and the establishing of the rule of proletariat. It took an active part in a series of big working class’ actions in England, Belgium and Germany. 

Priceless achievement of the Union was the change of an old slogan of the working class “All people are brothers” into the slogan of our day as well – “Workers of the world, unite!”

The Union ceased to exist in 1852 as a result of the provocative Cologne process against the communists, organized by the Prussian reactionaries. 

The following years were marked by the growth of the social activity of the working class, of all the working people. Unique work for unification of the workers of the world and awakening of their consciousness and revolutionary energy was completed by the first International (1864-1876), whose spiritual leaders were Marx and Engels. “Let’ s remember about the main principle of the International: about solidarity,”- said Marx, talking about the results of its Congress in The Hague (1872). – “ We will achieve the great goal that we are aiming for, if we will strengthen significantly this life-creating principle among all the workers in all the countries.” (Works, vol. 18, p.155) According to Lenin, the first International “created the foundation of the international organization of the workers in order to prepare them for their revolutionary push against capital.” (vol. 39, p. 302) 

By its work the Ist International prepared spiritually the Paris Commune. 

The second International was created with participation of Engels in 1889. Evaluating its activity in its best years, Lenin wrote: “ The Second International was the era of preparation of the soil for the broad spreading of the movement in a number of countries.” (idem, p. 303) 

But the activities of the Second International ended in a disaster during the 1st World War. It was caused by the fall of the most important social-democratic leaders of the fighting countries from the internationalist positions into the positions of bourgeois national-patriotism. 

The flag of the revolutionary struggle of the working class in the new, changed historical situation was picked up from the hands of the opportunists of the Second International by the Bolsheviks headed by Lenin and their like-minded comrades in many countries of the world. The new, very important period of the development of the international communist and workers’ movement was marked by the activity of the Comintern. 

On the 4th of March 1919 the representatives of the 35 communist and left wing socialist parties and groups from  21 countries of Europe, America and Asia who came to Moscow, declared the creation of the third Communist International. So has begun the 25 year long heroic history of the international revolutionary organization, that has made an enormous impact on the growth and the maturity of the communist and the national liberation movements in a stormy historical era, opened by the October Revolution, - the era of transition from  capitalism towards socialism  worldwide.

Lenin saw the most important real base of the new International in the creation of the radical revolutionary organizations, in the formation of the solidly Marxist parties. 

The birth of the Comintern has sharpened the process of  demarcation in the workers’ movements in many countries, has helped its Bolshevisation. In 1918 there were just 10 communist parties in the world. In the period after the creation of Comintern up until the autumn of 1920 12 new parties were formed, including in the USA, Britain, Yugoslavia, Indonesia, Australia. From May 1919 the magazine “Communist International” started being published in 6 languages, including Chinese. The Comintern regularly published information materials, leaflets, was giving various help to the communist parties in their publishing of  newspapers, magazines and other party literature. 

In 1920, addressing the young communists, Lenin wrote: “The  Communists should know that the future, in any case, belongs to them”. (vol. 31, p.81) In 1921 there were already 34 communist parties and in 1928 – 46, in 1935 – 61. Many socialist parties declared their desire to join the Comintern. 

The Comintern had a historic task to accomplish – to unite the international workers’ movement in this new era with the scientific communism. It gave a new birth to the revolutionary Marxism as a manual for actions. That was connected in many ways with the further development of the Marxist theory in the era of imperialism and proletarian revolutions, adding to it Leninist additions in revolutionary theory and practice. 

In order to save the new revolutionary organization from the widespread disease of the left wing and right wing opportunism, the second Congress of the Comintern that took place in Petrograd in August 1920, following the suggestion of Lenin, adopted the Rules of the Comintern and 21 conditions for those who wanted to join its ranks.

These conditions contain the most important principles of the work of a party of the new type. We’ll remind you shortly their contents, because they are very important today as well. They are: the acceptance of the necessity of the Socialist Revolution and of the dictatorship of proletariat during the period of transition from capitalism towards socialism, ideological, political and organizational break-up with the reformism and centrism, systematic work in the masses and in all mass organizations, combination of legal and illegal methods of struggle, use of parliamentarism in the interests of the working class’ struggle, strict following of the principles of the proletarian internationalism, building of a party based on principles of democratic centralism.

As the events that followed have shown, and especially as our current time shows, these 21 conditions have played and are playing a decisive role in the fulfillment of its historic mission by the communist vanguard. 

From the beginning of the 1920s the process took place of Bolshevisation of the communist parties and of all the Comintern’s activity. “Bolshevism”, - said Lenin, “ – has created the ideological and the tactic foundations of the III International, International truly proletarian and truly communist, that took into consideration both the achievements of the peace era and the experience of the era of revolutions that has begun” (vol.37, p, 304). 

The Plenum of the Executive Committee of the Comintern in 1925, that followed its fifth Congress which was named “the Congress of Bolshevisation”, wrote in its special resolution: “Bolshevisation is the ability to use the general principles of Leninism to the given real situation in one or the other country. Bolshevisation is the ability to grab that main “link” that can help to pull out the whole chain. This “link” cannot be the same in all countries, with such a variety of  social and political conditions in them as we witness.” 

In today’s conditions, when in the majority of the countries there are existing communist, workers’ or national-democratic parties, there are annually a big number of various conferences and seminars taking place, with participation of dozens of organizations. On these forums the most important issues of the contemporary situation are being discussed, but as a rule, it is only limited to a discussion. No program of any solidarity actions of the Communist parties, not even calls for such actions linked to one or another issue that was discussed, are being adopted as a result. That is why any dialogue, even the deepest one, under such conditions loses its validity, loses sense and will be mostly forgotten the very next day. 

Paradoxically, the sovereignty and independence of the parties were understood in a very one-sided way. Sometimes the objections of only 2-3 or even 1 party from the hundreds of the participants of a forum are enough for no final documents to be adopted at all. In this way these 2 or 3 parties are forcing their will to all the others, who are not less sovereign and independent, to the great majority of them.  For this reason it becomes impossible even to publish a short final document as a result of a congress or another forum or to establish the agenda of the next one. So one forgets the warning of Engels, that the moment comes when the bourgeoisie already won’t be able to hold the power in its hands, but the proletariat will not be ripe and organized enough yet in order to take the full power. 

We are for the real use of the principle of democratic centralism in our ranks; the minority should submit to the majority. The document should be adopted if it was voted for by the majority of those present, if the quorum has been reached. As for the minority, it has, of course, the right to express its opinion, it can refuse to fulfill the decision taken or it can join it later, after internal discussions in its own party. 

At the moment, by the way, the principle of democratic centralism under various names exists in all Internationals: the Socialist, the Democrat-Christian etc. In this way the bourgeoisie and other opponents are giving us a lesson of the class solidarity, democracy and organization. But our comrades, to say it frankly, prefer often to remain in such a state where they are not obliged to anything, the state of some sort of “centrism”, that lowers the activity and the usefulness of the movement as a whole. 

In the Comintern and in its Executive Committee the decisions were taken, as a rule, unanimously and were immediately arranged to be applied to life by joint solidarity action of the communist parties and other groups that were its members. 

Following Marx, the Comintern constantly underlined that the solidarity and proletarian internationalism have a practical meaning. For example, the third Congress of the Comintern (1921) pointed out that the proletarian internationalism “consists not only of organizing demonstrations to commemorate important events, but also of constant strengthening of the international connections of communists in their non-stoppable common struggle that is being conducted in a united front.” (Lenin and Comintern, Moscow, 1970, p.352). In our time, by the way, even mentioning the proletarian internationalism – one of the most important principles of Marxism-Leninism – somehow managed to fall out of use in contacts among the communist, workers’ and national-democratic parties. 

The Communist International has worked out some political ideas, that were principally new for its time, has given the answers to the biggest issues faced by the workers’ movement during the general crisis of capitalism. 

A very important role in the rich and bright history of the Comintern was played by its VII Congress (August of 1935). Along with the deep working-out of the Leninist teaching of correlation between the struggle for democracy with the struggle for socialism, this Congress also has worked out the new strategic orientation for the communist parties in connection with the upcoming threat of fascism and its beginning of preparations for the new world war.  This orientation included the spreading of wide alliances of the working class with other working people, aiming at the creation of popular fronts’ regimes etc. All this contributed to the organization of the broad anti-fascist movements by the communist parties. The communists met the severe testing by the Second World War more prepared, more politically and ideologically armed by the strategy and the tactics of solidarity work than all other democratic,  anti-war and antifascist forces. The activity of the Comintern was decisive for  spreading in a number of Western European countries the Resistance movements of the whole population, with the participation of communist parties as its vanguard. 

Very important for the practical activity of the communist and the workers’ parties were and remain also the ideas of the Comintern about the correct combination in its work of the national and international tasks. The VII Congress of the Comintern stressed that “it is possible to defend successfully the international interests of the proletariat in the national forms of the proletarian class struggle”. 

Very important was the working out of a complex of political ideas in connection with the evaluation of the anticolonial revolutions, national liberation movements in general, the identification of its moving forces. The Comintern constantly gave attention to the situation in colonial, semi-colonial and dependant countries, considering it to be one of the central issues of the world’ revolutionary process and of the whole social progress of humanity. Today the political perspicacity of the Comintern on this issue is especially clear. It has prepared the workers’ movement and all other progressive forces to a correct understanding of the nature and the abilities of the national liberation movement, of its perspectives and by doing this also has helped its successes that followed. 

The Communist International acted as an inspiration in practice, as a bearer and conductor of the international proletarian solidarity with the anti-imperialist liberation movements of its time. During a quarter of a century it gave powerful moral, political and material help to a great number of communists and revolutionaries. Many thousands of working class activists and leading members of the proletarian organizations were saved by it after the crushing of the Hungarian Revolution in 1919, during the dark times of fascist terror in Italy, Germany, Bulgaria, Poland, Yugoslavia, after the uprising of Vienna’s workers in 1934. 

The Comintern constantly organized international support for the striking workers in many countries of the world, collected money in order to help their families. 

With the active participation of the Comintern international brigades fought fascism in Spain. During and after the national liberation war in that country the Comintern by all means cared for its participants. It organized a mass campaign for the liberation from prison of such leading figures in the international communist movement as A. Gramshi, M. Rakoszi, G. Dimitrov, E, Thelmann and others.

The Comintern has considered as one of its most important tasks the mass mobilization in support of the anti-colonial struggle, be it in Africa, Indonesia, India or Vietnam. It supported energetically the Chinese Revolution, acted against aggression of the Japanese imperialism in the Far East, against the aggression of Italian fascists in Abyssinia. With active participation of the Comintern during the 2nd half of the 1920s, the communist parties were fiercely fighting against Trotskyism. 

During the first years of the existence of the new International, it’s centralization was vitally important for defending its ranks against the penetration of various sorts of petty bourgeois influences and at the same time for the consolidation of the revolutionary vanguard of proletariat. The most important in this was not the formal participation in the organizational structures of Comintern, but the conscious readiness of each party to consider constantly the international interests in its own actions. In his letter to the Austrian comrades in 1920 Lenin indicated that the communists are not hiding their unity and are proud of the fact that they take decisions on  questions of the class struggle “in subordination to the international discipline of the revolutionary proletariat, taking into consideration the experience of the workers of various countries, their knowledge, their will, realizing in this way in practice…. the unity of the class struggle of the workers for communism worldwide.” (Vol. 41, p.272-273)

The formation of the communist parties as sections of the united international organization, of course, led to their various obligations, flowing out of the Rules of Comintern. But these Rules also registered the rights of the communist parties, including their right to decide independently the questions of practical politics within the frame of the general principle foundations. 

Furthermore, as the parties were maturing, the necessary changes were adopted both to the organizational structure of the Comintern and to the methodology of realization of its decisions in practice, what,  under conditions of the principle of democratic centralism, has led to great independence and to great responsibility of each party. An especially big step was taken in relation to this by the VII-th Congress of Comintern in 1935. The giving of a broad independence by Comintern to the parties in defining their own strategic and tactic tasks, based on their specific national conditions anticipated the ideas and the conclusions of the further development of the international communist movement. 

Under the Comintern from 1919 till 1943 existed also the Communist International of the Youth (the so-called CIY). It was an international non-party linked mass organization of youth that was working under the ideological and organizational leadership of the Comintern. Its main task CIY saw in the unification of the broad masses of youth of the various countries for their struggle against the imperialist preparation of a new war, against the imperialist exploitation, for the economic, political and cultural interests of the youth. 

Already in  1921 the youth organizations of CIY existed practically in all the countries of Europe, in many countries of America and Asia, and the total number of its members was more than 600.000 people. 

At the eve of the second World War there were 56 national youth organizations in the CIY. During the war the CIY, and it’s youth organizations, were the combat reserves of the communist parties, an active force in the struggle against fascism.

There were 6 Congresses of CIY during the years of its existence. They discussed the most important issues of the international youth movement. In 1943, along with the dissolution of the Comintern, CIY was also dissolved “considering the matured independence of the youth organizations”.

The Comintern  also tirelessly helped the communist and  workers’ parties in their preparation of cadres. Soon after the formation of the Comintern,  short term schools and courses were created for achieving this goal. In 1925, following the initiative of the Hungarian representative in the Executive Committee of the Comintern, Bela Kun, an International school was opened in Moscow, that was later reformed into the Lenin-School, where hundreds of foreign party workers were getting their political education. 

The Comintern was helping a few universities: the Communist Sun Yatsen university, the Communist University of the small nations of the West (CUMNZ) for the party activists from the Baltic countries, Western Byelorussia, Western Ukraine etc. Under the International Department of the Executive Committee of the Comintern there were one- and two-years courses preparing various military and intelligence specialists. 

Already from the middle of the 1920s, the courses that were preparing the leading party workers with the help of the Comintern, have begun to spread to the communist parties of other countries themselves (for example, Germany, China, Poland, France, England etc). Also Soviet teachers were involved in these courses. 

A special orphanage and boarding school was opened in Ivanovo for children of the foreign revolutionaries. 

Such well –known proletarian leaders were formed in the ranks of the Comintern as Georgy Dimitrov, Ho Chi Minh, Maurice Thorez, Marcel Cachin, Jaques Duclos, Ernst Thälmann, Wilhelm Pick, Clement Gottwald, Antonin Zapotocky, Antonio Gramsci, Palmiro Togliatti, Bela Kun, Vasil Kolarov, Johann Koppeling, Harry Pollit, Otto Kuusinen, Jose Diaz, Dolores Ibarruri, William Foster, Victorio Codoviglia, Luis Carlos Prestez, Wang Min, Sem Katayama etc. 

When judging the historical experience of the Comintern and its achievements in the struggle for the cause of  the working class, for the sake of objectivity we’ll have to mention that on this new and difficult road one has not succeeded in avoiding errors. In many ways they were caused by the process of growth of the communist movement, and their main contents were in not enough taking into consideration of the national situation and conditions in various countries, some schematism in the analysis of the situation and in the definition of the tasks of the communist parties. For example, in the 1930s Comintern was unable to judge correctly the relation between the struggle against social democracy and against fascism, didn’t manage to form timely a united front with social democrats against the fascist danger. But, contrary to the claims of its current enemies, the Comintern was able to think in a critical way and had the courage to recognize  and to correct its own mistaken and one-sided judgements, and to move theory forward in accordance with the changing needs of the revolutionary practice. 

The Communist International was dissolved after the decision of its Executive Committee in May 1943. The official reason for it was given as: “The growth of the political maturity of the communist parties made unnecessary the existence of a worldwide communist organization of the old type.” Formally this decision was approved by all the parties that were it members at that moment. 

Practically immediately after the ending of the activity of the Comintern a discussion began among the communists of  various countries that continues up to these days: was it the right decision? There is no single opinion about that. 

The critics of the Communist International refer to some critical expressions about the Comintern after its dissolution of some activists of the international communist movement of that time. Probably, they are  based on the desire to support Stalin, to gain a favor with him. Stalin also made various remarks about Comintern. 

But our ideological enemies, including some poor theoreticians, ignore one very important analogy: what about the members of the Socialist International, of the Christian-Democrat International, of the Trotskyite and others internationals who for decennia withstand the “antidemocratism” of their own organizations and do not seem to be in a hurry to liberate themselves from these organizations by dissolving them? 

It is obvious that the problem is not the International as such, as a form of organization, but the aims of its creation and the methods of practical activity of this organization. Stalin made remarks about the Comintern, but nowhere was he criticizing it as a form of unity among various parties, as a form of co-operation and unity of actions. He only recognized “the impossibility to lead the working class movements of all countries from one single intra-parties center.” “We thought that we would be able to lead the movements in all the countries. That was our mistake.” 

.

That means that Stalin was critically judging not the very idea of the Comintern, but the use of the main form of that idea in practice. And that is a valuable lesson for all of us too.

The Communist International appeared to be “guilty without a guilt”; as a form of organization it was given unusual, special functions. And that was not by coincidence, if we remember the situation in the world at that time: the Entente’s crusades, the situation in the young Soviet republic, the sharp necessity to mobilize all the revolutionary forces for the defense of the first in the world proletarian revolution against the whole gang of internal and external contra-revolutionaries. 

Unfortunately, the period of this sharp and often military confrontation lasted many years, and the Comintern as a brave revolutionary fighter held for 25 years on the front line of the invincible but extremely important front of struggle with the international reactionary forces. 

It was not by an accident that already at 8:40 in the morning of 22nd of June 1941, the day when Hitler’s troops attacked the USSR, Stalin met in the Kremlin with Georgy Dimitrov  - the Secretary General of the Comintern and with D. Manuilsky, the secretary of its Executive Committee and the representative of the All-Soviet Communist party in the Comintern. We can easily assume that they  talked about the spreading by the Comintern of the struggle against the fascist aggression. At the eve of the Second World War there were 69 communist and workers’ parties on our planet, with 4 million members (without the Soviet Communist party). During the elections in the capitalist countries more than 40 million voters voted for communists. In 25 countries the communists were members of the parliaments. 

By the mid 1943 it became clear that the Comintern has fulfilled its main task for that period successfully, that a new era is coming, - and it has stepped aside in order to open the horizons to the other forms of the class struggle: to give the opportunity to strengthen the anti-Hitler coalition, to speed up the opening of the second front, to finish the fascism off in its own den, to help the after war regulations and, finally, to create the world system of socialism. 

We can say with confidence that the Comintern has provided our Motherland with invaluable help in surviving in this struggle, in successfully withstanding all the tricks of imperialism, in winning over the fascism and in building the socialism. And the international working class, the whole progressive humanity are eternally grateful to it for that. 

The reasons of today’s disarray in the world communist movement reside in the first place in the absence of the form of inter-parties unification of our ranks, suitable for the changing time, of the unity and of the coordinated actions by the communist parties. Everybody, or at least the majority of the parties, feel that, - that is why in all the period after the dissolution of the Comintern the search continues for the right form, but unfortunately, we still didn’t succeed in choosing the right one. That is why as a sort of surrogate replacement for it we use various conferences, meetings, round table, seminars etc. But we don’t even succeed in preparing a single newspaper or a magazine for the international communist movement, even a small informative bulletin. 

And up to this day we don’t feel that we’ll mature enough to see the modern International in action, that would act as a democratic organ of the inter-parties unification and contacts of the various communist organizations. 

After the Comintern there were many various forms of the international contacts of the communist and the workers’ parties, that were suitable for the conditions of the class struggle at a particular moment in time. But the Comintern is not dead, after leaving us its very rich revolutionary experience, - it has dissolved itself in the future. All the very best from its ideological, theoretical and political legacy remains a living force, that feeds the activity of the communists, their struggle for the interests of the working people, for peace, democracy, social and national progress, for socialism. 

Continuing  the traditions of the Comintern, the international communist movement constantly showed its care in providing the most full information to the fraternal parties about party life of other organizations, about the experiences of the struggle for the interests of the working people, against the aggressive politics of the imperialists and for the strengthening of the peace movement in the world. 

After the dissolution of the Comintern, and when the magazine “Communist International” was no more published, the newspaper “For solid peace, for the people’s democracy” has taken over its workload. It was printed from 1947 till 1956. And from 1958 till 1990 a magazine called “The problems of peace and  socialism” was published in 32 languages. Apart from that, many books and bulletins were published as well. 

And even while having this magazine and other printed editions, soon after the International Conference of the fraternal parties in 1969 the Secretary General of the US Communist party Gus Hall addressed the Central Committee of CPSU with a proposition to create the International Communist News Agency. But after several discussions it was decided that the creation of such agency would have cost too much, and the idea was abandoned. 

Already for the last 14 years the international communist movement does not have a single operating informational edition, and that is one of the main reasons of its current division. Internet cannot replace a newspaper or a bulletin, already for the very simple reason that the majority of the communist parties do not have the means for such a replacement. 

Thus, the question about the publishing of the “Informational Bulletin of the communist and workers parties” remains open and is very important today. Without a single operating informational printed organ it is very difficult to struggle for the unity of our ranks. 

The activity of the Information Bureau (Informbureau) of the communist and workers’ parties of Bulgaria, Hungary, Italy, Romania, USSR, France, Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia, that was created in 1947, deserves special attention when we learn from the experiences of our predecessors. 

The Informbureau saw as its goal “the organization of exchange of experiences and, if necessary, co-ordination of the activities of the communist parties, based upon their mutual agreement.” 

The activity of the Informbureau is very interesting for the communists both from the point of view of its principles and contents and from the point of view of its organization. At the annual meetings of the Informbureau detailed reports were made from its member parties,  concerning the most important issues of that time. Also there was lively exchange of opinions on these issues and as a result of it a final resolution was produced. 

The Informbureau was dissolved by Khrushchev in 1956, after the XX Congress of CPSU and his anti-Stalinist campaign. 

The revolutionary traditions of the Comintern were fully continued by the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, along with other Marxist-Leninist parties. During almost half of a century after the Comintern, while it was a ruling party, it followed steadily the principles of the proletarian internationalism, took part in initiating and organizing all the main international forums of communists in the 2nd half of the XX-th century. 

The Central Committee of CPSU and its international departments have carried out a great work of maintaining the unity of the communist ranks, an active revolutionary work. This work was channeled into various directions; there was a constant exchange of delegations, meetings and discussions of the leaders of CPSU and the other fraternal parties. The CPSU advised  friends, who worked out program and other important party documents, was engaged in active exchange of experiences over a wide range of issues, has provided various help to other parties, especially in propagandist and editorial work, during the elections campaigns. 

Very effective was the work conducted during the stay of delegations of the communist parties in Moscow, when they were invited to visit the CPSU’ s congresses and other party meetings there. 

The CPSU provided a good help to the fraternal parties in preparing their personnel in a specially opened in Moscow for this purpose International Lenin School (officially – Institute of the Social Sciences)  - for studies of the representatives of the clandestine parties and movements, where annually were studying over a thousand foreign communists and activists of the national liberation movement. Foreign communists also studied in the Patrice Lumumba  University of Friendship of the Peoples. Many things were done in order to organize the medical treatment and resting facilities for the foreign comrades in struggle. 

* * *

Of course, the creation of Comintern and the following history of the international communist movement have experienced a huge impact of the CPSU as the ruling party of the first socialist state in the world. That is why today, when we speak about these realities, we cannot but come back to the question about the reasons and the political consequences of the temporary defeat of socialism in USSR. 

Well known are the teachings of Lenin that, firstly, any revolution is only worth something when it is able to defend itself, and, secondly, nobody and nothing can defeat the revolution if the revolutionaries themselves will not betray it.

Lenin has proven the validity of these theses by organizing a decisive fight back against the contra-revolutionaries during the Civil war and the imperialist intervention. 

Stalin, following the directives of Lenin, has done everything possible in order to strengthen the power of the working man, for the liquidation of the economic and political influence of the last exploiting class in USSR  and the potential base for the contra-revolution – the Kulaks. He led the suppression of the opposition to the Leninist-Stalinist practice of the construction of socialism in the 1930s, that was supported from abroad. This opposition that united important politically active circles, was acting against the so-called Stalinism. This term was first created by Trotsky when he spoke at an anti-Soviet meeting in London. 

It is important to acknowledge the important role of I. Stalin in the defeat of the opportunist line in the leadership of Comintern in 1923- 1929. 

Stalin and his circle understood too well that the weakening of the dictatorship of the proletariat in those years when the treat of the imperialist aggression was nagging over USSR, would definitely lead the country to exactly the same to what the Gorbatchovism would lead it 50 years later, in the late 1980s-1990s.

The harsh reality is that quite a few innocent people have fallen under repressions in those years. The enemy capitalist surrounding of the USSR, the evil breath of the upcoming war, the worries about the destiny of the socialist achievements were demanding urgent measures, and sometimes – even cruel measures in questions of the state security. Quite an important role in it was also played by the provocative actions of the masked agents of the enemy influence. The party began to evaluate critically these experiences already in 1938, and subsequently corrected radically what it could correct. 

In the 2nd half of the XX-th century the worldwide historical achievements of socialism, that lead to the Soviet man being the first man in space, and the achievement by the USSR of the nuclear parity with the US, weakened the awareness of the party in relation to the hidden internal enemies of socialism, whose anti-Soviet activities were unforgivably ignored. 

A negative role was also played by the untenable and presumptuous conclusion of Khrushchev, made during the XXI party Congress, about the so-called “full and final victory” and the unshakable position of socialism on world scale (1959). 

Today many communists both in Russia and abroad are asking themselves a question: why was the powerful party, with it’s millions of members, powerless in the critical moment ? 

The Council of the Union of Communist Parties – CPSU,  in its January 2003 Plenum, has given a general evaluation of the reasons of the temporarily success of contra-revolution. Let’s continue this analysis. The objectivity demands to look again closely at the situation within the party itself and at least at the some aspects of its activity during the period before the contra-revolution took place. 

The one-sided understanding of the thesis, about the growing role of the communist party as one moves forward towards communism, has lead to serious negative consequences. This thesis was understood not as a full encouragement of the democratic initiative and activities of the masses, but as a necessity to  strengthen the bureaucratic control, the detailed control and sometimes as putting the breaks on such activity by the party apparatus. This practice lead, especially locally, to many complaints, but it was not taken seriously. 

For reasons typical for the party leadership in the 1950-s –1980s, and with its blessing, the bourgeois virus started to penetrate into the leading structures of CPSU and of the state apparatus, into the scientific and economic circles – more and more the phantoms of “market” were taking over the plan economy, the shadow (illegal) economy grew. The party and the people were presented with it as with “a new word” in the theory of socialism, but in reality it was paving the way to the capitalist restoration in our country. 

An influential part of our ideological workers, mainly in the international departments of the Central Committee of CPSU and in some research institutes related to them began to show a “touching” attention towards the modern social democracy, later- towards national communism, whose main figures were such people as Yugoslav Tito and Kardel, Hungarian Imre Nagy etc. And after its discredit they moved towards the Eurocommunism. At the beginning of the 1990s these ideologists were playing the role of  the “fifth column” of contra-revolution in USSR. Now most of them are linked with the so-called Gorbachev Foundation. 

In the last decennia gradually grew the practice – not typical earlier for the party – of taking over the direct leadership of the whole ranges of the national economy. For example, during the post-Stalin era the number of  economic departments in the apparatus of the Central Committee of CPSU grew by 3-4 times and was close to 25. These departments were guarding everything and everyone, up to the holidays timetable of the workers of various ministries. The party in the center and locally was trying to lead everything, but it had no forces to do that. Sometimes that caused chaos, slowed down the technical progress, lowered the effectiveness of the production process as a whole, gave  reason to speak of  “stagnation”, deprived the party organs of the possibility to demand from the economy managers to be responsible for their actions in the name of the people. The economy was even then, even though far less than today, dependant on the petroleum- dollars, more and more so, but the official statistics were cooling it off. 

The most important and the most damaging for the political organization was that its ideological work, its work of bringing up and educating the broad masses of the people was more and more neglected. 

The Politbureau of the Central Committee was getting older, it could not accept the fresh ideas, but it was not receiving any fresh forces. That was especially damaging for the level of the technical armament in the main industries. The last two decennia from time to time they were talking in the apparatus of the Central Committee of CPSU about the necessity of organizing a special party Plenum dedicated to the scientific and technical progress, but it looks like there was already nobody there then who could have undertaken such work and pushed this idea forward. It seems that the leaders of CPSU of that time were content with street slogans and decorations that were far from the daily reality. All of this was happening in view of the people and did not contribute positively to the party’ s image. 

Mass discontent was caused by some silly economic measures. The economic counterrevolution started speeding up it tempo, including the growth of the international debts. Up to 1985 the permanent foreign debt of USSR was never higher than 25 billion dollars. But from 1985 till 1990 it grew up to 85 billion. Serious difficulties started from then, unseen since the war times, in providing people with the basic necessities and food. 

Nowadays it is already obvious that the traitors of the Motherland were considering these  unexpected sharp “shortages” of the 1980 as a beginning of dismantling of socialism, which they openly started in August 1991 at the sign from the main imperialist headquarters. 

All of this was in direct connection with the processes taking place within CPSU itself. 

On the proposal of Khrushchev, the Leninist party of the working class declared itself from the beginning of the 1960s “the party of all the people”. It started accepting practically without limitations anyone who wished it. The rejection of the idea of the working class’ party was linked with the rejection of the dictatorship of the proletariat, that was replaced by a formula of “all-people state” with all its consequences. 

That had important negative implications in the first place for the quality of the party’s cadres. During the last Stalin time Congress, the XIX Congress in October 1952, there were 6 million members in CPSU, most of them workers. 

At the beginning of the 1980s there were up to 20 million members in the CPSU, with more intellectuals and civil servants than workers. Even the open and the potential “shadow” economy “managers” felt themselves comfortable in its ranks. After the events of the 1980s-1990s it became clear that many people have joined the party not because of their ideas and convictions, but for career and self-interest purposes. Multimillion ranks of ex-CPSU members – whom our people call with disgust not communists, but “party card holders” – became the group of  turn-arounds and traitors. A well-known contra-revolutionary (so-called “democrat of the first wave”) A. Sobchak, for example, has joined the ranks of CPSU only in 1989. As a result of the contra-revolutionary events only about 5% of the members remained in the ranks of CPSU. 

That was all very clear in the conduct of the researchers of the social sciences. That is exactly the environment that gave birth to the recent wave of attacks on Lenin and Marx, even though not so long ago the very same “critics” were publishing their books and articles singing glory and “developing” the “all-victorious” teaching. They were serving Marxism because the power-holders served it. But today their main motive is to distance themselves from Marxism as quick and as far as possible, to guarantee themselves from the suspicion in being faithful to the truth of Marxism-Leninism. 

Today it is absolutely obvious that it was not just a very big mistake, but a criminal deed to split the Communist Party of Russia from the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, a year before the fatal events. The CP of Russia whose main ideologist became G. Zyuganov, was putting itself into opposition to CPSU, disorganized the party life. It stimulated the process of “sovereignty” of the Communist Parties of the Soviet republics and it contributed to the shaking of the political foundations that were the base of the Soviet Union. 

Of course, we cannot list here all the internal party reasons for the crisis, and it needs its own  serious researchers. But even from this it is obvious that in the late 1980s- 1990 it was not the scientific socialism that was defeated in USSR, but its ignorant and short-sighted followers that allowed long term and rude disturbances of its basic principles, who appeared to be unable to deal with the problems of the beginning of a new century. This crisis was deepened by the direct betrayal of the socialist cause by the likes of Gorbachev, Yeltsin and Co. who were fully supported by the imperialist intelligent agencies. 

The party that was deadly infected with bureaucracy, has lost the broad public support, was no more backed by the people, and has lost even the possibility to address the people. As a result, during the very first serious political test it became helpless. The CPSU could not defend itself,  and even couldn’t receive any real direct help from somebody, not even from the working class. 

After the contra-revolutionary coup, while the leaders dedicated to the socialist cause were imprisoned, and the local party activists were struggling on the streets trying not to allow the complete collapse of the party cells, while the shameful process of the CPSU was continuing on court, the leaders of the Russian CP were not wasting time. They grabbed the appeared political space in the life of the country that belonged to CPSU, even though they were claiming that they were “different” and had nothing to do with it. 

In the 1990s many CPSU veterans were still active. Their presence caused a sort of habitual, automatic support for CPRF, even though it deserved  that no more, as it was already hopelessly infected with opportunism.  That became even more obvious later on. Open national-menshevism, a sort of cocktail from the right wing social democracy with patriarchal orthodoxy and the divisive behavior of the leadership of CPSU became the main reason for the discord and the falling down of numbers and lowering of activity level of the Russian communist movement. 

Recently there was yet another split within the Communist Party of the Russian Federation. The Plenum of its Central Committee by the majority of 2/3 replaced its “chief”. But the presidential administration, to whom Zyuganov appealed, put him back in its post. It is not difficult to understand to whom and to what such “party leaders” serve. 

In almost 15 years time, having a numerous fraction in the State Duma, the CPRF has not pushed for any single law that would defend the interests of the working people, even though it often had such an opportunity.  It did not seriously attempt to stop  any single anti-population measure,  by adopting an absurd -from the point of view of the party organization- principle of the “free vote”. In the Duma the CPRF has no workers or farmers. On the contrary, its party bosses are selling the MP’s places for millions of dollars – that is their indulgency to the big thieves who are seeking parliamentary immunity from prosecution by law. 

The Soviet communists do not give in either to contra-revolution or to the dividing forces. After the coup in the ex-Soviet republics the process of re-establishing of the communist parties has begun, and 2 years later they were already united in the Union of the Communist Parties – CPSU. 

The UCP-CPSU during the 11 years of its work has completed a big work attempting to overcome the revisionist tendencies, preparing the conditions for it’s transformation into the Communist Party of the Soviet Union in full sense of the word, that was re-established on the 29th of February 2004 on its XXXIII Congress. Since the Agreement of Founding of  the USSR from 1922 remains in force legally,  the CPSU sees as one of its main tasks the re-establishing of the Union of the Soviet Socialist Republics. 

Three years earlier, in 2001, the Extraordinary XXXII Congress of UCP-CPSU has abolished the decisions, adopted in the XX-th and XXII-nd Congresses of CPSU by Khrushchev against Stalin. By doing that, we restored the good name of the great leader of the party and the people and begab the truthful reflection of its role in modern history. 

At present there are more than a dozen of mainly small communist groups and parties in Russia, but because of the opportunist elements we still cannot achieve its unification into one single party. And on their own these groups have very little opportunities to oppose the official anti-communism and anti-Sovietism. 

The CPSU after its XXXIII Congress goes through a period of collection of forces, fills in its ranks, receives recognition in more and more broad circles of the public, strengthens its influence among the young people. 

One of the most important of our recent actions was our decision about the actual evaluation of the Soviet-Chinese and Soviet-Albanian conflicts. After a deep analysis of its reasons and consequences the Central Committee recognized that the main blame for them lies on the Khrushchev leadership of the 1950-1960s and on Khrushchev personally, who has allowed rude arbitrariness and stupid wilfulness against the fraternal China and Albania. 

The Central Committee of CPSU has apologized for it to the CC of the CP of China and to the CC of the CP of Albania and offered to restore good comradely relations between our parties. 

We still have a big work ahead of us of transformation of the CPSU into a real mass party, a real leader of the working class and all the working people. 

The tragedy of the socialism in USSR and in Eastern European countries has sharply raised the question: are Marxism, as a theory and practice, and Leninism as its continuation and development, capable of  continuing their mission of being a compass of the historical process?

The communists are convinced that they are. 

Marxism-Leninism is a science. Just as every science, it develops.

One of the main sources of life and of power of the international communist movement is in the fact that it has always been and it still remains a seeking, creative force. Based on a thorough analysis of the social, economic, political and spiritual informative processes in the world, it moves forward, deepens the Marxist-Leninist theory, sharpens its on the base of  it’s strategy and tactics.  

The enemies of the communism are trying to declare our policy “the past time of history”, are claiming that capitalism has learnt to overcome and to solve all the social contradictions, that the classes, especially the proletariat, have changed dramatically, that today the working class “does not exist” as a subject of Revolution and that there will be no more revolutions. Repeating the bourgeois propaganda’s cliché’s the Chairman of the CC of CPRF Zyuganov frequently said that “Russia has reached its limit on revolutions”. 

But life shows us that this does not reflect reality. Many things have really changed in the world, but the main contradiction – the contradiction between the workers and the capital, between the monopolistic capitalism and the working masses  - remains.  It remains in the middle of the social, class struggle today. Of course, this contradiction will not necessarily be solved the same way it was solved in the past. Facing the enormously rich, scientifically organized, modern transnational capital,  it has become a very difficult the task to unite the international labour, but the working class, the working masses, including those in Russia, are stubbornly collecting the potential of the anticapitalist protest. 

In our difficult time we feel the burning need to formulate and to develop the Marxism-Leninism of the XXI century. There are no doubts that only firmly standing on the soil of our classical heritage, in the first place, on materialistic dialectic, on the political economy of Marx and on the proletarian internationalism, the international communist movement will take lessons from the disaster of the 1990s and will work out the new strategy and tactics of achieving its main goal. Under the leadership of the communists in the new millennium the working people will wipe capitalism off the face of our planet Earth and establish “the comradely production method” (Marx) and join the road of the all-sided socialist organization of our planet.

Oleg Shenin

Vladimir Tolstikov.
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